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PER CURI AM

Patricia Derbaum appeal s the 235-nonth sentence she received
after she pled guilty to conspiracy to possess with intent to
distribute and to distribute nmethanphetam ne. See 21 U S.C. § 846
(1994). She contends that the district court clearly erred in

finding that she obstructed justice, see U.S. Sentencing Guidelines

Manual 8 3Cl.1 (1997), and in finding that she failed to accept
responsibility for her crimnal conduct. See USSG § 3El1.1. W
affirm

Fol | ow ng her initial appearance and rel ease on bond, Der baum
tested positive for drug use on nunerous occasions. Her bond was
revoked and she was rearrested. She was again rel eased on bond to
begin a nonth-long inpatient treatnment program Der baum t hen
agreed to cooperate with authorities, but failed to take a
schedul ed pol ygraph exam nati on and absconded before sentencing.
She was arrested a few nonths | ater in possession of marijuana and
“crank” (a crytalline anphetam ne).

When she was sentenced, Derbaumtestified that she failed to
appear for sentencing because she had been t hreat ened by nenbers of
the Hell’s Angels and feared for her safety and that of her
daughter. The district court, however, did not credit her expl ana-
tion and determ ned that Derbaum had willfully obstructed justice
and had failed to denonstrate acceptance of responsibility. W

find that neither of the court’s decisions is clearly erroneous.



We therefore affirmthe sentence. W di spense with oral argu-
nment because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately pre-
sented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not aid

t he deci sional process.
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